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# Pages (ind. this): 4 
Our File No.: 08874.0001 


Message: 
Dear Examiner Shimizu: 

As I explained to you yesterday, the applicant would like to have an interview in this case 
(Apphcation No. 09/270,46!) at your earliest conve^e._As«^que S ed fam fomardine 
apposed mtemew agenda. Please give me a caB^^^leSe wXn 7 
would be convement for us to meet with you and Mr. Horablk: ' 


With best regards, 

Thomas H. Jenkins 
Reg. No. 30,857 
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If *»e U a problem with this transmission, notify fax room « (202) 40M 174 or the sender at the number 


in error, please notify ie sendeTinSS ^ " y ° U h * Ve r6ceived m * focsim «* 

class man to tne above address. «^™>ne ^ouect;, and return the original message by first 
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PROPOSED INTERVIEW AGENDA 

I. Purpose 

To narrow the issues for appeal. 

II. Prior art 

i7v WKctttwoiUd like to discuss the deficiencies in the prior art relied upon by 
™t partlcuI f' Ae a PP licant w °uld like to explain why those designs will 
not work and have never been constructed. The applicant has first-hand experience with 
some of these designs. In addition, the applicant would like to explain why the prior art 
cannot reasonably be combined as the Examiner has done. 

III. Applicant's invention 

Applicant would like to demonstrate the invention and how it differs from the 
£ J!* m ™ hon is a w«faO>Ie design that has been constructed and tested by the 

Kentucky State Police and recommended by the Governor of Kentucky to the White 
House (see attachments to this agenda). 

IV . Possible amended claim 

Ap f Cant J 85 . carefull y studied finaI Section and the comments that the 
Examiner has made m response to applicant's argument. Applicant notes that the 

hlT^, r d Certain daimS (e ' 8 -' cIairas 17 and lg ) * at r ^te the engagement 

^Tlt^T^^ 1 ^ "* * e ^ ^assuggcstedjhat^ther claimT 

I!!' i i } Clmm a m ° t0r that works ^nTbTnltlbinvith the^kin for 
generating the necessary mechanical torque to pr^r^ t0r 

amende* to SS? iT" " ^ ^ * diSCUSS the 

o t, 15 "^ (Am , ended ) A safet y astern for a firearm, the firearm having a trigger 
and a handgrip located rearward of the trigger, the safety system comprising : 

a blocking assembly, located forward of the trigger, including a gear train 
and a motor for driving the gear train, to prevent operation of 
directly eng aging the, f rt^™-; S6 ** 

a power source to supply power to the safety system; and 

- 3 P ° Wer ° 0ntr01 Unit ' clectricallv connected to the blocking assembly and 
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